60	Chap, i—form and construction
transaction was a sale of book-debts and not a money-
lending transaction and it was therefore enforceable.
The result is that every case will be decided on its own
facts and that the mere fact that the ultimate object of
the finance company is to lend money, is not sufficient to
convert the transaction into a moneylending transaction.
If the transaction is bona fide and the method employed
to lend money is by way of a bona fide purchase,
whether of goods or book-debts, then the transaction will
not be impugned.
(E)   COLLATERAL VERBAL WARRANTIES
The general rule is that parol evidence is not admissible
to contradict, alter, add to, or vary a written contract
or any transaction in writing (d). But there are certain
exceptions. For instance, where there is fraud, or
illegality, or failure of consideration, parol evidence may
be given to prove such fraud, illegality, or failure of
consideration (e). A collateral verbal warranty may be
proved, provided the written contract is silent on the
subject-matter of the collateral verbal warranty and not
inconsistent with it (/). With regard to warranties and
conditions to be implied in hire-purchase agreements,
reference should be made to the following chapter, and
so far as hire-purchase agreements coming within the
scope of the Hire-Purchase Act, 1938 (g), are concerned
the matter is dealt with in section 8 of that Act and in
the notes thereto in Appendix A (post, p. 287 et seq.).
 (d)	Goss v. Lord Nugent (1833), 5 B. & Ad. 58;  12 Digest 354 2941.
 (e)	Kain v. Old (1824), 2 B. & C. 627 ; 39 Digest 475, 983.
(/) De Lassalle v. Guildford, [1901] 2 K, B. 215, C. A.; 17 Digest 346,
1576, where the important cases on the point were considered • Angell
v. Duke (1875), 32 L.T. 320 ; 17 Digest 339, 1513. And see Pym v
Campbell (1856), 25 L. J. Q. B. 277; 17 Digest 307, 1190: Goss v,
Nugent, (1833), 2 LJ. K.B. 127 ; 17 Digest 306, 1185.
(#) See post, p. 272.

